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APPENDIX K.
COMMENT -RESPONSE DOCUMENT

This appendix provides the comments that were received during the public review of the N
Aeronautics and Spac e DraftdBnvironimentalrirapgct Statenent forN|
Sounding Rockets Program at Poker Flat Research RBRRR EISand NASAds r es
comments. Additional information about fhcess used to obtain public inpan theDraft PFRR
EIS can be found in Chapter 1 of tkéhal PFRR EIS

K.1 INTRODUCTION

The National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) releaseDrtfe Environmental

Impact Statement for the Sounding Rockets Program at Poker Flat Research Range (Draft
PFRREIS) in SeptembeR012 (77 FR 59611)for review and comment by Federal, tetaand

local agencies; tribal governments; organizations; and the public. NASA distributed copies to

those agencies, organizations, and individuals who were known or expected to have an interest in
the EIS, as well as to those who specifically requestedpy. Copies were also made available

on the project website and in public libraries.

The formal public comment period was @fys (longer than thé5-day minimum required by
the National Environmental Policy Act [NEPA] from SeptembeR8,2012 through
November28,2012 Public meetingswere heldin Anchorage and Fairbanks, Alaska, on
October 24 and 25, 2012, respectivety,encourage public comments the Draft PFRREIS
and to provide members of the public with information about the NpR&ess and the
proposed actionln addition to comments received during the pubimetingprocess, the public
was invited to submitomments on thBraft PFRREISto NASA via (1)the PFRREIS website
(http://sites.wff.nasa.gov/code250/pfrr_eis.hHtm{2) a toll-free telephone number(3) e-mail
(Joshua.A.Bundick@nasa.goand @) the U.S. mail.

NASA receivedsix comment documents, containing approximat&commentson the Draft
PFRREIS The comment documents included fstgbmitted in writingand oneprovided orally
at the public meeting in Fairbanks, Alaska. NA$#@nsidered all comments tetermine
whether corrections, clarifications, or other revisions were reqbieéate publishingthe Final
PFRREIS All comments were considered equally, whether written, epoknailed, or
submittedelectronically. Thec o mme nt s r e c e $ respotisesato tleseMdeBtsate
presented inSectionK.2. The transcripts ofthe public meeting hdd in Anchorageand
Fairbanks, Alaska, are presented in Sedtidh
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K.2 COMMENT DOCUMENTS RECEIVED AND N A S BRESPONSES

Table Ki 1 lists the comment documents received.

Table Ki 1. Comments Received on th®raft PFRR EIS

Comment
Document Agency or Organization Commenter
001 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency| Christine B. Reichgott
002 U.S. Department of the Interior Pamela Bergmann
003 U.S. Air Force Ed Lasselle
004 U.S.Fish and Wildlife Service Richard Voss and Steve Berendzg
005 Northern Alaska Environment@lente® | Pamela Miller
006 Wilderness Society Wendy Loya

a. Commens takenfrom transcriptof the public meeting in Fairbanks, AlaskanOctober 3, 2012
b. Comments submitted on behalf of eight other conservation organizations and two individuals.

Ki2
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K.2.1

CommentDocumentNo. 001
United StatesEnvironmental Protection Agency, Regiori0
Christine B. Reichgott

001

= g UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
: A = REGION 10
W i 1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 960
& < Seattle, WA 98101-3140 OFFICE OF
ECOSYSTEMS,

. TRIBAL AND PUBLIC
TR AFFAIRS

November 20, 2012

NASA Wallops Flight Facility
PFRR EIS — Joshua Bundick, Manager Nov 2.3 202
Mailstop: 250.W

Wallops Island, Virginia 23337 | TRE

Re:  EPA comments on the NASA Sounding Rockets Program at the Poker Flat Research Range
(PFRR), Alaska Draft Environmental Impact Statement, EPA Project #11-017-NAS.

Dear Mr. Bundick:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
Sounding Rockets Program at the Poker Flat Research Range in interior Alaska (CEQ # 20120308). We
have reviewed the EIS in accordance with our responsibilities under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act
and the National Environmental Policy Act.

Section 309 specifically directs the EPA to review and comment in writing on the environmental
impacts associated with all major federal actions as well as the adequacy of the EIS in meeting
procedural and public disclosure requirements of NEPA. We have given this EIS an overall rating of LO
(Lack of Objections). A description of our rating system is enclosed.

Although the NASA did not identify a preferred alternative, we believe, based on the analysis in the EIS,
that Alternative 4-Maximum Cleanup Search and Recovery with Restricted Trajectories would be the
environmentally preferable alternative, specifically due to the reduction of potential impacts to Wild and
Scenic River segments and the Mollie Beattic Wilderness Area. We encourage the selection of
Alternative 4 as the preferred alternative in the Final EIS.

We recognize that all action alternatives result in relatively minor impacts, with the exception of the
generation of solid waste. Efforts to minimize the amount of waste as well as to properly manage it are
incorporated into all alternatives; therefore, we do not have any specific recommendations to further
reduce these impacts. We encourage continued communication with interested stakeholders, particularly
nearby residents and area users to ensure effective participation in the NEPA process.
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001
Again, we appreciate the opportunity to offer comments on the Draft EIS. Please contact me at (206)
553-1601 or by email at reichgott.christine@epa.gov, or you may contact Jennifer Curtis of my staff in
Anchorage at (907) 271-6324 or curtis.jennifer @epa.gov with any questions you have regarding our
comments.
.. Sincerely, P 7 ©
i i 1 / %—/Z:: xf JB)‘QV{ =
it m' Christine B. Reichgott, Manager
:+ Environmental Review and Sediments Management Unit
Enclosure et . {
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